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The naUonal violence com- 
mission has mdicted civil dis-) 
obedience, from civil rights sit-^ 
ins to draft card burning, as 
an underlying cause of disor- . 



ders. 
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By a 7:to-6 m a r g i n, 
divided commission concluded/ 
that \ the tactics of civil^ 
disobedience, even if: nonvi- 
olent themselves, produce an 
“erosion of the law“ that is 
dangerous for the future of 
the country. ‘ 

“For several years,*’ the 
commission majority said in a - 
statement issued yesterday, J 
“our youth have been exposed^ 
to dramatic demonstrations of 
disdain for law by persons 
from whom exemplary con- 
duct was to be expected. i 
“Segregationist govemdrsi 
had disobeyed court orders ' 
and proclaimed their defiance^ 
of judicial institutions; civil 
rights leaders had openly diso- 
beyed court injunctions and 
urged their followers to do 
likewise; striking teachers’ 
union members had contemp-' 
tuously ignored judicial de-i 
crees. . • 
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See VIOLENCE, A4, Col 3 ^ ‘ Violence panel dissenters: Milton Eisenhower, left, and Judge A. Leon Higginbotham. 
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VIOLENCE, From Al 



It was not surprising 
that college students ’de- 
stroyed scientific ecjulpinent 
and resewch data, interfcr'^ 
with the rights of others by oc- 
cupying laboratories and class- 
rooms, and in several inst- 
ances temporarily closed their 
colleges,'* the commission ma- 
jority said. CO Jnvjivc 

However,, j the i^'^questton 
sharply divided the 13-member 
commission. A six-member mi- 
nority, including dhalrman 
Milton . t Eisenhower, en- 
dorsed a staff^repared state- 
ment condemning f'violent or 
coerdve*’ tactics of civil diso- 
bedience but declined .to go 
along with the majority’s 
broader and stronger - state- 
ment. 

Several of the ^dissenters 
argued in separate statements 
ti^at, ivithout the civil disobe- 
diencej tactics employed in the 
last >^ade by leaders such as 
the lafe Martin Luther King, 
segregationist ' lawa " In^'’ the 
South might* not .have fallen. 
They also defended an individ- 
ual’s moral oright to resist a 
law in good conscience so long 
as he is nonviolent and pre- 
yed 6 accept the law’s pui^ 
ishment for his disobedience. 

Chaos Feared v ' 

The majority said the “good 
conscience” could lead to^M- 
tional chaos. 

“If, for example, the civil 
libertarian in good conscience 
becomes a disobey er of law,” 
the majority said, “the segre- 
gationist is endowed with the 
same conscience, or vice versa 
... Is each group free to disre- 
gard due process and to vio- 
late laws considered objection- 



able? If personal or group se- 
lectivity of laws to be, obeyed 
is to be the yardstick, we shall 
face nationwide disobedience 
of many laws and thus an- 
archy ' "‘•**’* 

The majority signers were 
Congressmen Hale Boggs (D- 
La.) and William M. Mc- 
Culloch (R-Ohio). Sen. Roman 






Hruska (R-Neb.), lawyers Leon 
Jaworski of Houston anSrai- 

Cer^. Jenber Jr. of ChicJSo, 
piRBsSpHW' Eric Hoffer and 
Judge Ernest W. McFarland of 
Arizona. 

' The dissentors were Eisen- 
hower, Sen. Philip A. Hart (D- 
Mich.), Terence Cardinal 
Cooke of New. York, Dr. W. 
Walter Mennlnger of the J^en- 
ninger Clinic, U.S. District 
Judge A. Leon Higginbotham 
of iPbiladelpbia and former, 
Ambassador ‘Patrlda.R; 9^', 
ria.1 ■ 

; ^ liilBi^ whbwer dmpHakized that 
the 13\members agree in.their 
condfthhationMof violent pro- 
test. He addc^ that^pWIpso- 
pteri ;fhave jifflsagreed &r 
centtitfes pn theniorfe dlfflcnit 
question of - nonviolent civil 
disobedience— far caa the 
individual go ' tn protesting 
what he considers an unjust 
law j:t government policy? , ; 

Le^ Challenges < . 

The majority argded that 
protest groups should rely on 
legal challenges pursued 

‘through the regular . judicial 
processes, not massive disobe- 
dience of the law, but Higgin- 
botham and Mrs. Harris, both 
Negroes, Issued sharply- 

worded critiques of the “grad- 
ualism” approach to change. 

•^hose who adopted the ma- 
jority statement," said Mrs. 
Ha^, “have never belonged 
to a group required to sit in 



